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 (2)	Their Aiders and Maintainers, who discover [i.e. reveal] them not within Ten days to
some Justice of the Peace, or higher Officer, shall be adjudged guilty of Misprison of Treason.
 (3)	None shall Say or Sing Mass on pain of Two hundred marks, and suffer one years
imprisonment, and not be Enlarged till the nne be paid,   And none shall hear Mass on pain of a
years imprisonment, and an hundred Marks.
 (4)	There shall be a third part of these Forfeitures to the Queen, a Third part to the Poor of
the Parish where the Offence is committed, and a Third part to the Prosecutor."1
27 Eliz. (1585) (The " new Act" aforesaid), (i) " By this Statute all Jesuits, Seminary Priests,
or any Ecclesiasdcal persons born within the Queens Dominions, and Ordained or made such, by
the pretended Jurisdiction of the See of Rome, which come into or remain in any of the said
Queen's Dominions, shall be adjudged Guilty of High Treason, and their Receivers, Aiders, and
Maintainers (knowing them to be such . . . .) shall be adjudged Felons, without benefit of Clergy."
(2) "All others brought up in Seminaries beyond Sea, and not as yet in Orders as aforesaid,
which do not within six months after Proclamation made in London (in that behalf) return into
this Realm; and within two days after their Returns, before the Bishop of the Diocess, or Two
Justices of the Peace of the County where they arrive, submit themselves to the Queen and her Laws
and Tafe the Oath of Supremacy, they shall be adjudged guilty of High Treason."
(6) " He that knows a Jesuit or Priest to remain within any the Queens Dominions, and doth
not within Twelve Days discover the same to some Justice of the Peace shall be Fined and suffer
Imprisonment during pleasure . . . ."
In relation to these stern laws, Arundel's defence of himself was adversely
summarised by the Attorney General Popham in the Star Chamber.2 But ArundeTs
earliest Catholic biographer describes the interrogation in the Tower by Privy
Councillors; and far from being harsh, they gave the young peer every chance to
send reassurances to the Queen. Vice-Chamberlain Hatton " out of good will"
lingered after the others and urged the prisoner " as he loved his life " not to deny
what was already known; as any equivocation would bring more danger upon him
than all his friends could overcome.
"Thereupon the Earl after many thanks for his great love and friendly counsel, declared
plainly everything as it was, and the cause why he had sent to Dr. Allen; clearing his brother the
Lord William in all things, saving only his attempt to have gone over with him [to France] ....
"The next time that the Council came to examine him, they often asked and earnestly what
he would have done beyond seas: his answer was, He could have served in any place that Dr. Allen
had judged fit for him, so that it would have been for the Catholic cause. They as{ed again if he
would have done anything against the Queen or the state of this Realm upon Dr. Allen's
persuasions. He said that no, not for the world."
But the two assertions seemed incompatible; for it was Dr. Allen who in 1568,
the year before the Northern rising, had founded at Douai the "seminaries"
mentioned in the " New Act." As Canon of Cambrai and Professor of Divinity, in
1571, Dr. Allen had received 200 crowns per annum from the King of Spain.
xThis last, making it to the interest of servants to inform against their masters, was a clause
especially productive of trouble to the Recusants.
2 iyth May, 1585. In extenso Catholic R.S. (1919) Vol. 21. Regarding editorial commentaries as to
Walsingham being "bloodthirsty" and swayed by "blind prejudice" against Arundel: Walsingham
had himself been obliged to fly from England in Queen Mary's day, and in Queen Elizabeth's time
he had seen the Paris Massacre (1572). But far from making Arundel a vicarious sacrifice, he
treated him gently. The editor refers to 1585 as a year of Terror for Catholics in England. Plots
against Queen Elizabeth are dismissed as illusory,—only one being regarded as "genuine" in 44^
years, and that one nourished by her "government." But mis is to overlook the voluminous
details of a succession of plots furnished to Spain by the plotters themselves; and to forget the
wording of Pope Pius's Sententia Dedaratoria. (See E.E. II. 1.3., Vol. II. pp. 43-48.)

